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MESSRS. EDITORS, 
The following extract of a letter from an aged gen- 


‘jeman, of the first respectability, who is a believer in 
the Universal Benerolence of our heavenly Father, is 
submitted for publication, with a belief that it will be 
subservient to the cause of truth. E. C. 





RESIGNATION. 


“fam yet weak and infirm ; I have not recovered 
from my shock last fall, neither do I expect I ever 
shall. “My disorder has affected my sensorial powers 
more than my intellectual—a little deaf, eye-sight on 
motion, forgetfulness of names, &c ; my will and pas- 
sions not easily excited ; my limbs fail me, and the 
halance of power in yet I can read, write, 
reason, &c. well.—Still 1 am im hopes, for my family, 
I shall continue to mend and live a little longer, al- 
though Iam devoid of « I feel 
such a confidence in the designs of our common heav- 


walking 


ban Be) 


1] 


il fear about futurity. 
enly Parent, that [have not a 
moving where he shall direct. 

possessing such a malignily of disposition as to unfit 
vroodness and benevolence 


me for any society where gc 
shall be the test of admittance. Bigots may call this 


self-rizghteousness—I care not what they call it, provi- 


Dr. ——— 


jed my own Conscience approves my creed. 


told yon once at my house he believed in universal 


dunmetion—-so dol. Tevery deviation has inevitably 
iis consequent eflect to reform by a law oi morality, as 
sure as every body sinks to the earth by gravitation— 
by alaw of uature ; and alike in both, when the ob- 
ject is effected, the cause and effect both cease. Sin, 
in its original, being only a deviation, damnation only 
«condemnation inflicted fora departure from rectitude; 
and punishment only a degree of misery (any where) 
to effect its object, viz: reformation. When that object 
is effected, the sin, the damnation, the punishment, all 
cease, and we are again beloved chijdren, to begin the 
race anew. If we sin, or depart from rectitude, 
through weakness of powers, we are not to blame, and 
vo other punishment can be inflicted by justice, than 
that of a cautionary kind. I am perfectly of Bona- 
parte’s mind, that ‘treal Piety and natural Religion 
were made by Deity out of natural benevolence to 
mankind ; but that what is generally termed religion, 
was made by man, for the purpose of injuring the many 
to advantage afew; that piety and morality, alone, 


are What government cught to sustain.” 
ED 2S 


“* SALVATION FOR ALL MEN, 
filustrated and Vindicated as a Scripture Doctrine. 
(Concluded from page 52.) 

Another anthor writes as follows: ‘* Genesis iii. 15, 
And Twill put enmity betwe:n thee and the woman, and 
between thy seed and her seed: it shall bruise thy head 
and thou shalt bruise his heel. Expositors seent uni- 
versally agreed, that Christ, who was born ofa woman, 
is the seed here intended. And when it is affirmed o 
him, that he shell bruise the serpent’s head, the thought 
desicned to be conveyed is the complete victory } 
should gain over the deri/, here spoken of under t? 
emblem of a serpent. For the words are evidently « 


allusion to the way of destroying serpents, by struc 
‘Yo bruise a servent’s head is a phrase 


al they head. 


expressive of one and the same thing with killing a: ind are to be found in the plages here specified; and 
serpent. Consequently, when it is said of Christ, that the specification of these places which contain them 
he should bruise the serpent’s head, the idea obviously all is a sure argument that he intended to comprehend 
and naturally communicated by the words, is that he them ali. Why else should he be thus particular in 
shall destroy the devil, not his being only, but that king- | specifying them? In short, the creatures the apostle 
dom of his, which asa fempter,he had introduced into the | John saw paying their thankful acknowledgments, to~ 
world, accompanied with sorrow and death. I see not, gether with the angels, fr the salvation by Jesus 
hut this first promise of God fairly leads us to look for; Christ, were the whole posterity of Adam, mankind 
the time, when sin, that work of the devil, shall be to- | without exception. For he here uses language which 
‘tally and absolutely destroyed, by him who was born | comprehends all that lire on the earth, all that ever died 
of a woman. This is certainly the most simple and | 0” it, and were buried under it ; all that ever died on the 
plain construction that can be put upon the words, if|sea and were thrown into it. And if every creature 
| they refer to Christ, and his conquest of the devil, that | that lives on the earth, and every creature that is in 
is, of the kingdom of sin, he has been an instrument of | the state of the dead, does not comprehend mankind 
introducing into the world. So that the whole of what | Universally, it is difficult to find words that can do it.’ 





shadow of fear of re- Fadiee ; shall bet . ‘ q 
; uther, when it sha e true in ere 
lam not conscious of | to the tather, whe ng n event and fact 


|bhas been offered is nothing more than an enlarge-| ‘* Having extracted from a number of writers, some 
| ment upon that, which was summarily, and in a few | few, of the many texts they have mentioned in favor of 


| strongly expressive words, delivered as the grand in-| Salvation for all men, I shall now exhibit a like ex- 
tract from what they and others have offered in answer 


| fention of God in constituting his Son Jesus the Saviour 
And 1] must freely acknowledge, if the time|to the objection brought against the truth of this doc- 
trine. 


| of men. 
does not come before Christ’s delivery of the kingdom 
** It is objected, that the punishment of wicked men 
is frequently declared in scripture to be efernal, erer- 
lasting, forerer and ever : the consequence of which is, 
that it is impossible they should be saved. 

‘Mr. Joseph Nicol Scott, in answer to this objec- 
tion says, * And as to the term so commonly translated 
eternal, everlasting, forever and ever, it does not, from 
| any force of the word, imply what we mean by a strict 
and proper eternity. ‘The original words, both in the 
| Hebrew and Greek, signify nothing more: than an age, 

and in the plural ages, either longer or shorter, definite 
against him, but subjects of the devil’s kingdom? How | or indefinite.’ Says another writer upon this subject, 
should be appears to me impossible !” |‘ there are hundreds of texts, in the old and new Tes- 
Anoiher text from this same writer, and the last | ment, im which this word, translated eternal and for- 
we shall bring to view, is recorded Revelation v. 13. | ever, cannot possibly mean more than a definile or ine 
And every creature which is in heaven, and on the earth, | definite duration, which may not be elernal. Gen. ix. 
and under the earth, and such as are in the sea, and all 12, This (the rain bow) is the token of the covenant be- 
that are in them, heard I saying, blessing and honor,| iween me and you, for PERPETUAL GENERATIONS. In 
and glory, and power, be unto kim that sitteth upon the the original it is, if translated as the word is elsewhere, 
throne, and unto the Lamb forever and ever. —for elarnal generations. Gen. xiii. 15. All the land 

‘¢¢These words’ our author observes, ‘ evidently look | which thou seest, to thee will I give it, and to thy seed 
forward to the completion of the scheme of God with! FOREVER. Gen. xvii. &. I will give it unto thee, and 
reference to mankind, or to the time of God’s being | to thy seed, all the }and of Canaan for an EVERLAST- 
allinail. The sinless intelligences above are brought |1N6 Possession. In the 15th verse, Ie thai is born in 
in as uniting with the whole race of Adam, in ascrib- | “hy house, must needs be circumcised, and my covenant 
| ing the glory of their restitution, or redemption, to God, shall be in your flesh for an EVERLASTING COVENANT. 
who contrived the plan of it, and to Christ, who was | Exodus xii. 24. And ye shail observe this thing (he 
the person, uuder God, that carried it into execution. | passover) for an ordinance to thee, and to thy sons FoR- 
And that mankind, universal/y, are the peisons singing | EVER. [ut there is no end of citing ordinances, sta- 
this hymn of praise, in concert with the holy angels of | tutes or grants, which were to be clernal, everlasting, 
heaven, is evident, as I imagine, beyond all reasonable | and forever, in our modern way of interpreting the 
dispute, from the enumeration here made, which is in 97&?"4al scripture words, which yet were to last no 
the fullest and most extensive terms. For not only the , longer, at the utmost, than the Mosaic economy, and 
creatures which are in heaven, but those also which , have ceased more than 1600 years ago.’ 
are on earth, and under the earth, and in the sea, are’ “‘* And the same use of these words is retained in 
the creatures the apostle Joh saw bowing down in the New-Testament, as may be ecen by the following 
voluntary acts of homage, and thankful adorations, he- texts. Mat. xxviii. 20. Lol am with you even to the 
fore God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, forthe great hen- end of the wori’; 
efit of redemption or salvation. And, as though suffi- cause the translators found it necessary, 
ciently exteusive language had not been used, in the 
-bove entmeration, it is further added, and all that are ces, it must have been to the end of eternity. The 
evangelist Luke speaks of holy prophets, which haye 


' that sin is totally destroyed, by a reduction of all men 
j 


‘under moral subjection to God, that it ought to be fair- 
| ly and honestly owned, that he has not bruised the ser- 
| pent’s head, as it is declared thatheshould. How can 
it be, that the devil, that is, his kingdom, which essen- 
tially consists in the reign of sin and lust, is destroyed 
by Christ, while thousands and millions of the human 
| race, not only in present state, but throughout all eter- 
| nity (as is the commonly received opinion) will live in 


| ~! e.% ee ‘ 
ienmity with God, retaining their character as rebels 





this 
‘ 


. 





So the English translation is, be- 
But had 
they translated the Greek word here, as in other pla- 


tiem. Wf the apostle, or rather the Spirit of God, 
vho spake by him, had really intentled to have intro- 
luced the whole human kind, together with the angels, 
ascribing thanksgiving and blessing to God and the 


But had the original 
other places, it must have been 


been since the world began, 
‘been rendered, as in 
from cternely. 
in citing texts.to the purpose we are upon, 


T ch; baie . 
I shall take wp no more time and room 


-onh, for their restoration, reduction, or salvation, how | The read- 
aa . ; ‘ ; a< } le brid .- % 
suld he bave done it in words that more easily and @F may, if he pleases, look into the Greck Concor- 





certaily convey iSis sense? For the whole human | dance, and he will there find a greater number thay 








UNIV 


Bic alte. ihe AO uly Tom 


Jt 
he can well imagine.’ 
trom Dr. Hartley, that ‘ it does not appear from the | is really to be what he would seem to be. 
writings of the most ancient fathers, that they constru-| more troublesome to make good the pretence of a good 
ed the texts that speak of punishment in the never- | quality, than to obtain it; and if a man have it not, 
ending sense. And the omission of this sense, in the | it is ten to one but he is discovered to want its and 
ancient creeds, shews that it was no original doctrine.’ ' then all his pains and labor to seem to have it, are 

; 
He adds, * it’ may be, that the absoluje elernity of pun- | lost.” a 
ishment was not received, till afler the introduction ct; The following sentiment is from a sermon of FE. Lo- 
inetaphysical disputes concerning time, eternity, and / gan. The history of the church vindicates its truth. 
the ways of expressing these ; that is, not till after the | ‘Men grow furious only for error and absurdity. A 
pagan philosophy and vain deceit had mixed them- concern for virtue has never yet shewn itself in deeds 
D* 
selves with, and corrupted christianity.’ 


of violence ; it has never made any inroads upon the 
‘+ ¢ Another text applicable to our purpose, is Gal. i. peace of society ; it has never trampled on the rights 


ERSA LEST 


ant 


< OTR et MEE AR AATF 


I shall only say further bere. | best way in the world for one to seem to be any thing, 
It is always 


4. That he might deliver us from this present evil’ of conscience, or wielded the sword of persecution.— | 


world. Wad the original been rendered as in other | It TT have wept in silence at the corruption and vel 
places, it would have been—from this present evil eter- pravity of man; it may haye prayed and toiled with 
nity, which is palpable nonsense. The same may be | earnestness to reclajm him ; but it has never burst 
said of Luke xvi. 8. The children of this world are: forth in acts of hostility against even the most corrupt 
wiser, &c. In the Greek it is, the children of this Eter- and depraved.” 

nily, which the translators knew would be an impro- 
per and absurd rendering of the original word.” 

“¢ ¢ It is objected, that the word eternal, the very 
tvord which is connected with the punishment of wick- 
ed men, is applied to God, representing his strict pro- 
per eternity ; for which reason we may conclude, that 
the misery of sinners, in the other world, will be end- 
tess, and therefore, inconsistent with their being final- 
ty saved.” 

‘“‘In answer to this objection, a great number of 


, “gs : ‘ _A., Observator, and A. B. C. have been scribbling, 
Writers upon the subject, unite in saying,— that the | what, it is possible they and the most illiterate of your 
eternity of God cannot be argued from the mere force of | readers, may think a refutation of my letters, “ To 


the word rendered efernal. As it signifies duration | pup wixispERS AND p1EMBERS of the Methodist Fpis- 


either definite or indefinite, it may be applied as well to | copal Church.” 


are lam confident, however, that very 
that which has no end, as to that which is of a deter- | many of the methodists themselves, have too mach cond 
minate continuance. But that, it is the nature of the | 046 to think fora moment. that these ecribblers have 
subject, and not the mere force of the word that must, .ayanced a single argument calculated to disprove 
ascertain its meaning. And did we not know, before | what I have writien. It is true, they have called me 
hand, that efernity was an essential attribute of God, | . geist 


, infidel, and an ignoramus, aud have said thatl 
it could never be argued from the applic‘ion of this/ 4; : 7 
" 9 eu: | discovered tnsolence and ignorance, and that | was iike 
word to him.’ 


Seated! . . Voltaire, Thomas Paine, Bollingbroke, and Jonah’s 
It is again objected, that the happiness of good | gourd! Must not men be pressed for arguments ever 


men, and the misery of the wicked, are both connect-{ to madness to descend to the use of such ungentleman- 
e@ with the same word, and inthe same sentence. And ly, antichristian language ? Now Mr. Editor, I ad- 
bence, if one is endless, so must the other be also.” —_| vise you to calla meeting of the above named authors, 

“The answer is, that ‘the bare force of the word | for the purpose of devising ways and means, to prevent 
will not support us, in maintaining an endless duration 
with respect, either to the happiness of the righteous, 
or the punishment of the wicked. We know the righ- 
teous shall be happy forever. And why! because they 
are said, in other texts of scripture, to be incorruptible, 
indissoluble, immortal, not to @e any more, and the 
lke.’ ”” 

** Finally—It is said, * upon supposition of the truth 
of Universal Salvation, it may yet be improper and 
hurtful to open it, as a scripture doctrine to the world.’ 
To which Ihave seen the proper answer, in these 
words :— 

“* It would be very extraordinary, if setting a scrip- 
ture truth in its genuine light should have a dangerous 
tendency. To suppose such a thing would reflect dis- 
honor upon the revelation of God. If final, Universal 
Happiness is a doctrine of the gospel, we need not fear 
its injuring mankind, if they were brought sincerely 
and universally to believe it. And indeed, all fear of 
this kind is founded ultimately on man’s wisdom, in op- 
position to the wisdom of Gad, which stands in need of 
no human art or contrivance, but can, without it, guard 
mankind against wickedness, and make them good and 
*pithful subjects, in the kingdom of righteousness.” »’ 


—at >) 6D | ia 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 





‘* T show no respect where I never can feel it ; 
And as for contempt take no pains to conceal it.” 


To the Editor of  Zion’s ':erald.” 


Sir, I find by perusing some of the last numbers of 





over and over, and to study logic enough to prevent 
contradictions in the same period. You had better at- 
tend to it previously to publishing any of their future 
productions. L. says, ‘‘ is it possible for evangelical 
men who ground their faith on the New Testament, to 
fellowship Mr. Case’s views of conversion?”  ‘* Hath 
not an apostle plainly informed us that Christ hath no 
concord with Belial, nor he that believeth with an in- 
fidel??”? How much this sounds like the orthodox 
pharisee who stood and prayed, ** God I thank thee 
that ]am not as other men are, extortioners, unjust, 
adulterers, or even as this poor publican.” L. would 
probably substitute Universalist for publican. 

Observator’s observations are unworthy the little no- 
tice taken of them, in this paragraph. 

5. A. says, if the doctrine of the TRINITY is of small 
moment, he is satisfied there is no doctrine taught in 
the BIBLE of any great consequence to man. Does he 
think that if this inexplicable, absurd mystery be of 
little consequence,—that the great doctrines of moral- 
ity and immortality are of no great consequence to the 
world? What he says of worship is foolish in the ex- 
treme. Let him consult his dictionary, if he don’t know 
the meaning of worship, love, adore, &c. External 
fornis, in religion, such as bowing and singing, to say 
the most of them, are useful only, as they excite in us 
LOVE to God and our fellow men. If he has leisure, he 
may consult Christ’s sermon on the mount, and St. 
James’ description of pure and undefiled religion. He 
says he shall take no notice of my remarks on ** the 
third persin of the cver blessed trinity.” T have thought 
lorsome me that Tvinitarians had less veneration foi 


——— 0: 0 ae 
SINCERITY—aw rxtracr. 


* Ifthe show of any thing, be good for any thing, I 
am sure sincerity is better ; for why does any man dis- 
semble, or seem to be that which he is not, but because 
he thinks it good to have such a quality ashe pretends 
to? Fer to counterfeit and dissemble, is to put on 
yhe appetrance of some real excellency. Now the 








- 


‘your paper, that several persons, viz. L., S. A., S. of 


the use of bad language, publishing the same thing’ 





. zz ae 


the third person in the TRiNITY, than either of the oth. 
ertwo. He is thought to be a kind of a servant, and 
on that account less honorable: Hence Trinitarians 
never address themselves to the Holy Ghost; but to 
the Father and Son, either beseeching them to send it, 
or thanking them for having sent him. 

As for 8. of A. I shall do little more than to place 
some of his assertions together, and let him see his con. 
| tradictions ; if he be not wauting in sagacity. He 
‘says he is not silly enough to think I have disproved 
the infinite evil of sin,—but it seems he is silly enough 
to argue that sin is infinite, and by so doing to con- 
stantly contradict himself. Again he says, * Mr, (, 
appears to have committed a similar mistake to that in 
his second letter, namely forgetting that man isa com- 
pound being of matter and spirit.” Where did I for- 
get that man was acompound being? Doeg he mean 
that | committed a mistake in Geuying that Christ is a 
compound being of God and man? In order to avoid 
| mistakes is it necessary to admit that man is half finite 
‘and half infinite, and that Christ is balf finite, half infe 
‘nite, and all infinite? what nonsense !! 





I shall now 
proceed to place some of his assertions together. **Sin,* 
| says he “is an act of the mind’’——“‘it was the immaterial 
and the material part of man which was the principal 
agent in the act of transgression, and which must suffer 
for the default.” 
the body sin? 


If sin be an act of the mind how can 
Again, if the immaterial and material 
parts are the principal agents iu sinning and suffering; 
what are the other agents in man, which sin and suf- 
fer? Hear him again. ‘* In my opinion,” he saya, 
** the future happiness of mat DOES DEPEND DIRECTLY 
on the knowledge of God.’ In the next breath he 
contradicts himself by saying: ** My statement is, that 
future happiness DOES NOT DEPEND DIRECTLY on the 
What logic! It is possible 
however, that by Deity he means a_ being directly op- 


1 to God! 


knowledge of Deity.” 


SOc lie closes his ingenious remarks by 
s'aiing, that ‘* God might have created us according 
to knowledge ; but by so doing we could not be free 
agents, neither could justice and mercy here be exer- 
cised.”” 


Then God created us, it seems, according to 
ignorance, in order to display his 7gnorant justice and 
mercy, i. e. to display his ignorant justice in sendmg 
some of his offspring into endless misery, and others into 
everlasting life, by hie ignorant mercy! We are driv~ 
en, then, to this inevitable conclusion, that God might 
have created us in, or by wisdom, but by so doing he 
could have been neithergust nor merciful; nor could we 
have been free agents; therefore the doctrine of Un 
versalism is false and licentious, and those who preach 
it are the devil’s agents, and God is too indolent and 
ignorant to exercise his wisdom and power to save his 
children! Such are the absurd jargons of orthodoxy 
that its deluded votaries can neither preach nor write 
without constantly contradicting themselves. Now 
Mr. S. of A. you have said that I ** will surely blush at 
the idea that this doctrine has become the topic of 
grog-shop conversation.’> What grog-shops do you fre 
quent? and who have you heard in them conversing 
on the justice, goodness, power, and wisdom of our 
heavenly Father? I advise you, sir, to let grog-shops 
and grog-shop arguments alone ; and to study your bi- 
ble, grammar, and logic. I pity you and wish you 
well, and hope you will soon be brought to see your 
error in contending against the (ruth. You will find 
(nothing but difficulty and disappointment in opposing 
| Jehovah. 

To Mr. A. B. C., Sir as you have addressed yourself 
directly to me, I shall show you the same respect.— 
You say, “that scarcely any thing suits the Universal 
ists better, in general, than the clamors of controversy.” 
You may rest assured, Sir, that they are not afraid of 
t. Conscious of the goodness of their cause they will 
never shrink from investigation. They believe that 
‘men choose darkness rather than light, only, because 
their deeds are evil.” You say, “it would puzzle @ 
philosopher, to say wheiber” 1 ** have discovered the 


i 





4 
‘ 


a 


c 




















tile aad 











| UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


SIRS eet eee , Say ~attierenetitinn, — 


= 





who never receives any thing as divine truth until he 
has prayerfully and sufficiently considered it, and {s 
your IPSE DIXIT without a single argument: for nothing | convinced that it issuch. He became an Universalist 
is more certain than that you had not even the shadow ) because he could not resist the powerful evidence of 
of evidence to disprove what I said, otherwise you'the truth he now believes. His book will contain 
would have produced it. You say, “ the little work, | some* of the arguments by which he was convinced. 
Errors of Methodism,” I ‘speak of” you “have seen,” | And I have no doubt, from the knowledge I have of 
, and that you ‘“ do not consider the friendly advice” it, if those who believe in the doctrine of endless suf- 
ness. You declare that my question respecting those |I * attribute to it, to be very friendly to Methodists’ fering will read this work, without prejudice or fear, 
you authorise to preach, ‘‘ is merely a piece of slan-| or true religion, though the writer often speaks the | with a humble, teachable disposition, that they will 
der, such as” you “ expect from inFrpErs,” &c, You, rnuta.” Here again we have think so, for argument. , be convinced of its logical precision and correctness of 
say again, “* All who know your manner of receiving | You say the writer often speaks the truth. I expect doctrine. One evidence of its goodness, is its receiv- 
preachers, know you are cautious” —“ And for ought”? ' the very reason you.do not like it, is because the writer | ing the most patronage where it is best known. Ma- 
you khow, your ‘‘ strictness in this pariicular gave speaks the truth too often to suit you. You ask me’ ny of the inhabitants of Charlestown have already had 
umbrage to Mr. E.C.” Now Sir, I believe I know |“ how” [ “ know ‘it was written by a Methodist :” I) an opportunity to judge of its excellencies, as its au- 
you, and if you are the man I think you to be, you | answer, I have been told so by the Methodist preach- | thor has delivered its substance in a course of sermons: 
have told a falsehood, and it is well for you that you ‘ers; and the book itself is a sufficient proof of it.— | in the Universalist meeting-house in that place, apd 
have concealed your mec. I have seen many young ; “* Priestley,” you say, ‘* was so far deistical you could ‘the hearers have generally manifested their approba- 
men authorised to preach in your order, and I never, not recommend him toa theological student.” Why | tion by becoming subscribers for it It isa work which. 
knew a single question asked respecting their attain- | did you not say, ‘so far deistical,” that you would : every Universalists should possess. For it demonstrates 
ments in any branch of literature. I know there are | not suffer him to pollute your holy library, by finding a ‘that the common doctrine of christians concerning a 
some men in the Methodist church, of piety and learn- | resting place in it? All protestant theological books hell in the future state, has neither its origin nor its 
ing, who would be an honor to any society; but 1| are ‘6 so far deistical,”’ that the Roman plist sup- | proof in the word of God. And as it throws light up- 
think I should say what the world know already, in press the use of them by pains and penalties. I shall |on a subject hitherto misunderstood by many, I cor- 


ater i or ignorance” in my questions; con- ian.?? = 
ereater insolence or ig y q' ons; con-. versalian,” &c. You might as-well have acknowl- 


cequently you are a ‘* PHILOSOPRR,”’ and have beem edged the truth of all my statements as to have civen 
puzzled ! You assert that you have the “ author- me 


ity of scripture and antiquity” for episcopacy. If you 
have the authority of scripture for it: it is probable 
you would have quoted at least one text, and as for 
the authority of antiquity, we have that for king-craft, 
priest-craft, as well as every other species of wicked- 











saying, that not one of your preachers in ten, is pad 


ciently acquainted with English grammar to parse ten 


now quote your closing paragraph entire. You say, 
‘Well, Sir, since you have,all at once,become a respec- 


. niet: 2 er r . . P ; 
lines correctly, in plain prose. ‘Those who are ac- | table author,likeJonah’s guord,the production ofa night, 
quainted with me, know that I have been opposed to I shall look out for wisdom, learning, &c. And I ex- 


authorising young men to preach, till they had made, , 
and that I/ 
have made it a subject of complaint that no such thing | 
you say, ‘ after” 
“young men are sent on to circuits”? you “require them | 
* Our discipline, you say, “ enjoins | 


at least some progress in useful learning ; 
was attended to. Again 


to be studious.’ 


this, & an ignoramus might know it.”? How many igno- 
ramuse. have you on your circuits ? This was my objec- 


You 
seein to be offended that I did not ask for your respec- | 
table ministers instead of authors. 


tion that von should ever license an ignoramus. 


If the following 
reason will satisfy you, you are welcome to it; you 
would probably have come forward with John N. Maf- 
fitt, and * for ought I know” your honorable self. My 
trepidation was by no means small inasking for respecta- 
ble authors lest you should think of Dr. Caleb, Peas- 
ley’s life, and the TEARS OF CONTRITION! 
your ** discipline is an excellent work.” 


You say 
This, how- 
ever, like all the rest of your arguments, is a mere as- 
sertion. 1 shall make a few extracts from it that the 
public may judge of itsexcellence. ‘ Christ” is ‘*very 
God and very man, who truly suffered, was crucified, 
dead and buried, to reconcile his Father to us. and to 
be a sacrifice not only for original guilt, but also for ac: 
tual sins of men.” ‘+ Gaining knowledge is a good 
thing, but saving souls is better.” ‘ But if you can 
do but one let your studies alone. We ought to throw 
by all the libraries in the world, rather than be guilty 
of the loss of one soul.» ‘+ Write this upon your hearts 
and it will do you more good than twenty years study.” | 
‘‘ The sum is, go into every house in course, and teach 
every one therein young and old,” &c. Questions of 
band meetings. 1. ‘* What known sin have you com- 
mitted since our last meeting? 2. What particular 
tempations have you met with? 3, How were you de- 
‘vered? 4. What have you said or done, of which 
you doubt whether it be sin or not ?” 

Ques!ion. How are the districts to be formed? .4n- 
suey According to the judgment of the bishops. Qu. 
What are the duties of a bishop? .4as. To preside in 
our conferences. To fix the appointments of the 
Preachers for the several circuits. T'o oversee the 
‘piritual and temporal concerns of the church,” &c. | 
make no comment on this quotation. Let those who 


pect you will be as /ender as other universalists are, 
when closely pursued in the fields of controversy.” 
Now Mr. A. B. C. when and where did you learn that 


a sublime subject. 
a philosopher and a professor of divinity. You may 


, think you have confuted me with the féllowing argu- 


ments, which are the only ones you have used, ‘* in- 
solence, ignorance, infidel, ignoramus, and Jonah’s 
gourd.”> I am sorry for you and wish you well.— 
When you are not afraid of the light, and get into your 
A. B.’s, please to write again and give your name. 
Yours, &c. E. CASE, Jr. 


P. S. The following prayer is considered suitable 
to the present condition of A. B. C, and his compan- 
ions in the tribulation of endless torment, tobe used in 
their closets. ‘Gop wE thank THEE that WE are not 
as other men are, extortioners, unjust, adulterers, or 
even like these poor publicans, these wicked Univer- 
salists, who are so charitable as to believe that THov 
wilt have mercy on, and save all men, and consequent- 
ly us, pious believers in devils, mysteries, and endless 
misery. We pray in public that all men may be sav- 
ed, but THou knowest that we do not mean so. THou 
hast said that THov wilt have “ all men to be sav- 
ed: wE know, however, that THou meanest a part 
only. These ignorant Universalists are foolish enough 
to take THER literally,—and actually to preach as 
raou hast said, and as we pray. WE pray THEE, 
therefore, to stop their mouths and cast them off forev- 


E.C. 


er. Amen.” 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


Mr. Balfour’s Publication. 


I am disposed to call the attention of the public once 
more to Mr. Balfour's examination into the original 
meaning of the Hebrew word sheol, and the Greek, 
hades, gehenna, and tarlarosas, proposals for the publi- 
cation of which are now before the public. Mr. B. 








— it judge for themselves whether it be so very 
" excellent.» 


You have acknowledged the truth of what I said re- 
pecting books in the following quotation: * In order 


posses the talents and learning, the independence of 
mind and freedom from prejudice, so necessary to an 
impartial execution of his design ; and his religions | 





to shut heresy out of the church, we shut out hereti- 


en) eee ae ° . ° 
&) books—Atheistical, Deistical, Socinian, Arian, Uni-| 


opponents will do him the justice to say he is not x 
rach man, but ere. who proceeds with caution, anc 


i 
' 
; 


your’ Jonah’s gourd was an author? It is presumed the poets | 
never dreamed of it,in all their midnight vigils ; if they | fore, 
had. how prolific would have been their pens on such | ™e€” 
You have intimated that you are | 


| 


26. 


dially recommend it to Universalists in particular, and 
the public in general, with my best wishes for its ‘suc- 
cess, and for its auther’s happiness. DyonistIvs, 





* I say some, because 1 have understood that the 
author, before he became an Universalist, examined 
the whole scriptures, particularly all those parts sup- 
posed to prove the doctrine of endless suffering. There- 
this examination into the meaning of the words 
tioned above, can be but part of his labours. 
7> Subscriptions for the above received at this of- 
fice, 

————[— oN Oe 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 





LOGICAL DEFENCE OF THE DOCTRINE 
OF ENDLESS MISERY. 


The orthodox clergy in gencral have been accused 
of substituting dogmatical assertions in the place of a» 
gument. It has been said of them that they posi/wely 
assert that the doctrine of an eternal hell is true, with- 
out attempting to prove it. Now the Rev. Dr. Hooper 
Cumming, of N. Y. city has lately said some thing 
which we shouJd think would put to silence all those 
bold, officious people who say this of orthodox minis- 
ters. He says, “* THE WORD OF GOD DECLARES UNE- 
QUIVOCALLY IN TEN THOUSAND INSTANCES, THAT 
THERE IS AN ETERNAL HELL.” Canany person have 
the boldness to say this is not argument? Should any 
one ask why one out of these ten thousand instances is 
not quoted, I answer, there was no need of it, for we 
surely can trust the word of a Rev. Divine, and he too: 
a D. D. RIcHARDE, 








MARRIED, 

In this city, on Saturday morning last, at St. Pauls 
church, by the Rev. Dr. Jarvis, Robert Hale Gilman, 
Esq. of New-York, to Miss Mary Boardman, daughter 
of Wm. H. B. Esq. of this city. 

By the Rev. Dr. Lowell, Capt. Lewis Henchman to. 
Miss Mary Caswell. Mr.Joseph Meads to Miss Abby 
Ingersoll. 

DIED, 

In this city, Mrs. Ann Garduer, widow of the late 
Samuel G. Esq. aged 56. 

Mr. Charles Mecum, son of Mr. Benjamin M. aged 
Elizabeth 8S. Lewis, youngest daughter of Mr.. 
Asa L. aged 9. Lucy Ann Maria, daughter of Mr. 





Josiah Gillmore. Mr. John Vinal), jun. aged 61. 
In Philadelphia, 17th inst.. Commodore Jouw Saay,, 


| aged 50, of the U. 8. navy 
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A TRAVELLER'S 4POSTROPHE TO HIS cis ; 


NATIVE VALLEY, SEEN AT 
MIDNIGHT. 


All hail, ye scenes of early bliss !— 

My glad heart beats in wildest mood ;— 
All hail, ye vallies, hills and trees, 

That nurs’d my infant solitude! 


Once more I hail you !—and my eyes 
Are dim with joy at sucha sight,— 
Ye crags, and rocks, and steeps that rise 
Toward the glorious vault of Night! 


Yes, ye are such as mem’ry deem’d, 
The same unalter’d, blest retreat ; 

For mem’ry, e’en when Fancy dream’d, 
Hath never given thee airs more sweet. 
Ye distant hills, your shadowy sides 

Are holy, sacred ground to me ; 

And there are other hearts besides, 
That hail your mem’ry joyously. 

O, long enough I’ve held a life 
Laborious for a world of scorn ; 

And my heart sickens at the strife,— 

T cannot bear the reckless storin. 

The world has been a troubled sea, 
Where boding calms, or tempests reign ; 
The scene has all been dark to me,— 

J mast not tempt the flood again. 

And Thou, whose hand has held me up, 
Like Peter, on the dread abyss, 

O, wilt thou grant my pray’r, my hope, 
"That humbly asks no more than this: 
Since thou hast set my wand’ring feet 
Upon my native hills, at last, 

And given mine eyes the land to greet 
Where all my calmer days were pass’d,— 
O, let thy weari’d child repose, 

Once more in this sequester’d scene, 
And cares, and toils, and strites, and foes, 
Shall be as though they ne’er had been. 


July, 1818. MARcvs. 
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Messrs. Editors,—Permit me to notice a paragraph 
im ** Zion’s Herald,” not, however, to prevent the 
more able remarks of ** Marcus.” 


To the Editor of “ Zion’s Herald,” 


Sir, every enlightened and intelligent christian, who 
impartially and ingenuously weighs the subject, can- 
not avoid despising, and holding in invincible contempt, 
that cause, which persists in meanness and slander tor 
its chief support. What betterevidence is wanted to 
prove, to the candid, that a doctrine is false, than to 
see its most zealous advocates resorting to indigniiy 
and contumely to support it? Look at the 37th num- 
ber of your “ Heratp,” and see the artful intrigue 
used by “A. Z.”? and a number of his  acquain- 
tance,” who had collected, to elicit from an intoxica- 
ted man, that he was an ‘ Universalist.» I would 
ask, if there were no art used, why all this conversa- 
tion about Orthodoxy, Universalism and Unitarianism, 
in presence of the intoxicated man? But even were 
this not the case, does it prove, “to a demonstration,” 
that because a man gets drunk, the doctrine of Uni- 
versalism is licentious, or that the drunken man is an 
Universalist ? ConrTEMpTinLE! According to this 
conclusion, every man who gets intoxicated, is an Uni- 
versalist. Did you, sir, never see a person who be- 
lieves in endless misery, inebriated ? But would 
you say, this proves, “to a demonstration,” that 
the doctrine is false, or that it leads to licentious- 
ness? If Universalists were to argue in this sophisti- 
cal and peurile manner, it would be reiterated as con- 
femptible, by every intelligent man, aud that, too, with 
the greatest propriety. 

Will those who are believers in endless misery abide 
by the conclusions, logicians would naturally draw from 
the premises laid down by A. Z. Let us test them 
~—No believer in endless misery ever got drunk, con- 
sequently, Noah and Lot were Universalists—No be- 
liever in endless misery ever committed murder, con- 
sequently, Moses and David were Universalists.— 

Ther: fore, “the doctrine of Universalism is false and li- 
emniious.” ‘Thus much for Orthoder logic! M. B. B. 
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Remarks on Mat. xvi. 26. 


‘or what is a man profited, if he should gain the 
whole world and lose his own soul? or, what shail a 


. : . “ 9 
nian give in exchange for his soul?” 


This passage of scripture has been used by believ- 


ers in the doctrine of eternal misery for the purpose of | 


disproving that of the final happiness of all mankind. 
They say there is great danger of man’s irrecoverably 
losing his immortal soul ; by which they mean that 
part of him which is immortal ; and by the loss of a 
soul they signify its eternal misery. So that their idea 
of the passage before us seems to be,that a man would 
sustain an infinite loss, were he to be endlessly miser- 
erable, even should he gain the whole world. They 
have attached great importance to the words above, 
and seemed satisfied that they alone contain sufficient 
proof of the harsh, heart-withering doctrine of endless 
suffering. But the reader will be astonished when he 
sees how little of this proof can be found in this pas- 
sage. 

The word translated soul in the passage above, is 
psuche, accusative psuchen. It should have been ren- 
dered life. It is, in the common version, rendered /ife 
in the verse next preceding that on which we are re- 
marking. ** For whosoever will save his //fe (psuchen) 
shall lose it; and whosoever will lose his /ife (psuchen) 
for my sake shall find it.” 
in rendering this word soul, in the passage which 
stands at the head of these remarks, than in rendering 
it so in the 25th verse, which we have just quoted.— 
And yet how oddly would it souud, and how manifestly 
improper would it be to say, For whosoever will save 
his soul shall lose it ; and whosoever will lose his soul 
for my sake shall find This should be sufficient to 
satisfy any one that the passage before us should read, 
** For what is a man profited,if he shail gain the whole 
world and lose his own life ?” 

In all the following passages of scripture, the word 
psuche occurs. Let us see what sense it would make 
to render it soul. 

Acts, xxvii. 22—‘* And now I exhort you to be of 
good cheer ; for there shall be no loss of any man’s 
life (psuches) among you, but of the ship.”” How 
would it do to say soul instead of life ? Would this ap- 
pear like Paul’s meaning? 

Matt. vi. 25—** Therefore, I say unto you, take no 
thought for your life, (psuche) what ye shall eat, or 
what ye shall drink; nor yet for your body, what ye 
shall put on.”? How would it agree with popular the- 
ology to say, take no thought for your soul ? We might 
say this with as much propriety as to read soul in the 
text. 
follows in the same verse ? 


Ther is no more propriety 


7+ ft 
lu. 


Matt. ii. 20—‘* For they are dead which sought the | y 


young child’s life.” (psuchen.) 
child’s soul ? or its life ? 
Mark iui. 4—** Is it lawful to save life 2” (psuchen.) 


souls 2 See Luke vi. 9. 












— = ae ne 


Many more passages might be quoted in Hlustration 
of our reasoning, bat we think these are sufficient.— 
There is as much propriety in rendering psuche soup 
in every passage we have mentioned, @s in the text, 

That our views of the text agree with those of pro- 
found critics is evident ; for Newcome, Campbell, 
Wakefield, ‘Mhompson, Scarlett, Dr. Adam Clark, and 
) the translators of the Improved Version all render the 
passage as we have rendered it. See, for instance 
the following :— . 

“© For, what will a man be profited, though he gain 
the whole world, if he lose his life 2? And what cana 
mau propose as the redemption of his life 2° Waka 
field. 

‘+ For what has a man profited, if he shall gain the 
whole world, and forfeit his own life ? or what would 
aman give in exchange for his life ?””—Improved Ver. 
ston. 

Our opposers, fo be consistent with themselves, should 
render psuche, in the text, life. As we have before 
intimated, they have no right to render it soul in the 
text ; cerlainly no more than they have to render it 59 
in ihe preceding verse. What would they think of a 
clergyman, were he to address an audience as follows: 
My hearers, the Lord Jesus Christ said,when on earth, 
For whosoever will save his soul shall lose it, and who- 
soever will lose his soul for my sake shall find it,—— 
From this we learn that it is not our duty to endeavor 
to save our souls. And Il embrace this opportunity to 
enforce the injunction of our Lord. Strive not then to 
save your souls. If, prompted by a desire to sede 
your soul’s eternal welfare, you give money to mission. 
| aries, or make a profession of religion, attend publie 
| worship, or any other thing, you may depend upon it, 
you will] lose your souls irrecoverably. But if you wil] 
be regardless of your soul’s welfare, if you will strive 
to lose it, you shall be saved. Would this be called 
lorthodoxy? Would the orthodox allow this to be the 
| doctrine of Christ? We think not. Then let them 
not render the text so as to make themselves liable to 
such absurdities. 

3ut after all we have said, suppose we allow forone 
moment that our Saviour in the text meant the soul, 
Lor st} pose he bad used another word, one which inva- 





riably signified the soul, what then woul! the passage 
do towards proving the doctrine of endless suffering ?— 
Nothing. It would prove nothing more than that the 
soul of man could be lost. And what Christian that 
reads the Bible will disbelieve this? ‘The text, in the 
common version, does not read, For what is a man pro- 
fited, if he shail gain the whole world, & trrecoverably 
lose his own soul? We never disputed that mens’ 
souls may be lost. The controverted question is, 
Will they be trrecoverabiy lost? We all know that 
Jesus came to seek and save that which was lost. He 
did not come to seek and save the bodies of mankind, 
but their souls ; therefore, their souls were lost. But 
will this prove that these souls will be endlessly lost ? 
If so, what good will it do that Jesus died for them ?— 
The prodigal son, the piece of silver, and the sheep, 
were all represented by our Saviour to be lost ; but 





And how would this readine acree with what | they were afterwards found, and restored to their 
= | rightful owners. 


To conclude. Is it to be supposed that all those 
ho use the text to prove that a man fmay irrecovera- 


Did they seek the | bly lose his soul, are so ignorant as not. to know that 
\they do not rightly use it ? 


| them do not know that /7fe in the 25th,is from the same 


Would it be correct to render it, is it lawful to save! 


Is it probable that all of 


word as is soul in the 26th verse? We think not.— 
What, then, will they compel us to think of them? If 
they possessed a desire to teach their hearers the word 


Matt. x. 39—“ He that findeth his life (psuchen) | of God in its purity, rather than to keep them in the 


shall lose it ; “and he that loseth his life (psuchen) for 
my sake, shall find it.” How would it agree with the 


common explanation of the text to say, he that loseth | 


o4 
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his soul shall find it ? See Mark viii. 35. —iLuke ix. 
—XvVil. 33. 

John xii. 25-—** He that loveth his life 
shall lose it.” Let our opposers render this as they do 
the text, (he that loveth his soul shall lose it,) and 
they must all cease to tell of their love of souls. And 
in connexion with this see— ; 

Luke xiv. 26—* If any man come to me, and hate 
not his own life, (psuchen,) he cannot be my disciple.” 
If ovr opposers are right in rendering psuche, in the 
text, soul, then they and Christ are at variance ; ‘i hey 
tell us to love our souls, and Christ tells us to hate 


them. 
} 





belief of those doctrines which dishonor him and .tor- 
ment benevolent men, would they not endeavour in- 
genuously to lay the truth before them? That the 
common version of the Scriptures, particularly of the 


|New Testament, is imperfect, can no longer be doubt- 
led. 
(psuchen) | the correct meaning of the original, which he never 


The Christian now has those means of obtaining 


before possessed. And it is the imperious duty of the 
clergy, to whom the public look for instruction, to la- 
bour diligently to obtain, and in every possible man- 
ner to communicate this meaning to the people of their 
charge. They have not the power to stifle inquiry.— 
And it is reasonable to suppoze that if some of them 





continue their present conduct, and will not candidly 


confess their conviction that the Bible doe not incul- 
‘cate some doctrines we have aecribed it, the people 


| will find it out by other means, and they must then lay 
| under the ignominy of having acted dishonestly. 


RICHARDS, 














